SOME   CRITICS  OF   AUTHORITARIANISM
Paradol has been described by Scherer, a good judge, as
" the first of our political writers, no less surely than M. Sainte-
Beuve is the first of our literary critics or M. Renan the first
of our philosophical or historical essayists." His work consists
almost entirely of weekly articles in the Debats—articles
written in the constant fear of censorship and therefore obtain-
ing their effect from their very moderation, from irony rather
than from violence, from their gentle but deadly persuasive-
ness. Their cumulative effect was to form an enlightened
critical opinion of neo-Bonapartism and to present as clear
and coherent a body of Liberal philosophy as could be found
in more ambitious works. Paradol belonged to the parlia-
mentary school of Liberalism, by which he means " a system
in which assemblies have the ultimate control over the affairs
of the country, in which those affairs cannot be conducted
without, if not the direct help, at least the indirect consent, of
such assemblies, having under their more or less direct control
all the agents of the State. All this of course in the most com-
plete publicity."1 He admitted democracy as inevitable, and
said it would know how to call forth from itself the needed elite
when the day came. Like all Liberals, he disliked centralization
and clamoured for full civil freedom.
Paradol showed, however, the usual Liberal blindness to
social questions, or at least to more than a virtually academic
pity for the inevitable victims of the economic system. Socialism
he detested. " We are quite willing to take aversion to Social-
ism as the acid test of real love for liberty," he wrote,2 and in a
letter of 24th January 1863 he blames the Saint-Simonians
for being " exclusively preoccupied with the material con-
dition of people, with guilty indifference to their freedom and
political dignity. I see them applying the principle of the
sovereignty of the aim to the development of industry and
ascendancy, the Emperor affirmed that France needed peace, and that it was
on this assurance that Paradol left for New York. Suicide was the consequence
of bitter disillusion: he could not bear the thought of having been deceived,
still less of seeming to have deceived those others who trusted him in the
new path he was treading and those whom he had grieved by his decision.
1 Essais, L vi., 174.	2 Ibid., i., p. 219.
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